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Phil Horning, Liberty Team Leader
Sierraville Ranger District

P.O. Box 95

Sierraville, CA 96126

Dear Mr. Horning:

The Environmentg] Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Liberty project. EPA’s review s pursuant io the Nationa]
Environmenta] Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmenta] Quality (CEQ) regulations (40
CFR Parts 1500-1508), and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.

The Forest Service’s analysis of environmenta] impacts which could potentially result
from the action alternatives ig excellent, and EpA Commends the Forest Service on its efforts.
However, we have rated this DEIS EC-2, Environmenta] Concems-~Insufﬁcient Information,
based on concernsg involving threshold of concern (TOC) exceedences in three sub-watersheds

\\'\\_
David J. Farrel, Chief
Federgl Activities Office




Libertx DEIS Comments

Specific Comments & Recommendations

Exceedence of Threshold of Concern (TOC)

Management practices outlined in the DEIS. First, the ID team should considered obliteration
of additiona] existing non-system roads, and perhaps existing system roads if such obliteration
would be consistent with a long-term management Strategy to move ap area toward late serq]
conditions, Second, the Ip team should consjder an alternative which combines the SMZs

outlined in Alternative C with the harvest proposal outlined in Alterna_tive B.

The ID team s in the best position to determine whether either of the strategies outlined
above could potentially minimjze TOC exceedences while still meeting project purpose and
need. With regard to the first suggestion regarding road obliteration, EPA requests that the

Forest Service quantify the potentia] Watershed benefit of obliterating each of the five non-
System roads proposed to be add i

It is unclear whether the information provided in Table 3.5 5 is the same for Alternatives B
and C. Please confirm this in the FEIS.

Road Management




Liberty DEIS Comments

page B-2 are proposed to become system roads in the "Proposed Road Management
Objectives Table" at page B-3. These roads are 07-10-05, 07-10-07, 07-10-07-10 (see also
comment below), 301-40 Seg. I, and 301-85. Together, these roads account for the one mile
discrepancy between the 4.4 miles of "non-system roads and wheeltracks" noted on Page 3-65

A 0.1 mile section of Road 07-10-07-10 is listed in the “Proposed Road Management
Objectives Table" as a "local" road which will be "open." A 0.18 mile section of Road 07-
10-07-10 is marked for decommissioning in the "Proposed Road Decommission Table" at
page B-6. Please confirm that these are two different sections of the same road. If not,
please state how this road will be managed in the FEIS.

Road 07-10-05 is shown as a temporary road on the alternatives map, yet it appears in the
"Proposed Road Management Objectives Table" as a "local" road which will be "open."
Please state how this road will be managed in the FEJS.

Roads 301-40 Seg. I and 301-85 do not appear on the alternatives map. Please identify these
roads on the maps provided with the FEJS.

Page 3-57 of the DEJS states that "the total miles of road remaining within the analysis area
after timber harvest needs are met is approximately 40.45 [miles]." This appears to be
inconsistent with the figure at page B-1, which states that 52.7 miles of roads wil] remain
after timber harvest. Please revise whichever figure is incorrect in the FEIS. -

Page 3-65 states that "all of the roads on National Forest lands within the analysis boundary
are either open to vehicles o have wheeltracks around the road closure structyre." Page 3-66
states: "Gates and barricades through-out this area have been ineffective management tools
for controlling or eliminating vehicular traffic where such traffic has been determined

detrimental." Please outline all steps which the Forest Service has taken and intends to take
to enforce road closures in the analysis area.




